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Introduction
The duration of parliamentary cabinets varies considerably. According to one definition, some Western European cabinets have lasted nearly 20 years; others collapsed after only a few days. Whether one considers it to be a measure of democratic stability, policy continuity, or even executive dominance over the legislature (Lijphart 1984) , cabinet duration has been a subject of intense scholarly analysis over the last two decades (Taylor and Herman 1971; Laver 1974; Dodd 1974 Dodd ,1976 Sanders and Herman 1977; Warwick 1979 Warwick ,1988 Strom 1985; Browne, Frendreis, and Gleiber 1984, 1986) . Until recently, this work has appeared to be uncontroversial in its methods, though inconclusive in its results. However, this lack of controversy does not indicate agreement; on the contrary, for years the literature has been bifurcated into two completely distinct, and apparently irreconcilable, approaches to the study of government duration. Recently this long-standing disagreement has been brought into oped debate in a review article by Strom (1988) and rejoinder by Browne, Frendreis, and Gleiber (1988) .
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